iN RE: PETITION FOR YARIBNCE * BEFQORE THE
%W/3 Aldworth Road, 100' 3 of
the =/1 of Edworth Read *  DEPUTY ZOWNING COMMISSTIONER
{728 Aldworth Road;
i2th Election District *  OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Fth Councilmanic District

* Case MNo. 36~-236-4
Theocdoros Fotiou
Petitioner %

FINDGINGS OF FACT AND CORTLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Deputy Zoning Commissioner as a
Petition for Variance for that property known as 708 Aldworth Road, locat-
2d in the vicinity of German Hill Road in Dundalik. The Petition was filed
by the owner of the property, Thecdoros Fotiou. The Petitioner seeks
rellef from Section 1BO2.3.B {Section VI, 1953} of the Baltimore county
Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.®X.} +to permit a side yard setback of 0 feet in
lien of the minimom required 10 feet for existing additions. The subject
property and relief =sought are more particulariy described op the site
plan submitted which was accepted and marked into evidence as Petitioner's
Exhibit 1.

Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the Petition were Thecdorcs
Toticou, property owner, and his son, Theodoros Fotiou, Jr. Appearing as
Protestants in the matter were Robert Morris, MHr. & Mrs. Michael
Franchettl ard Leola Shaum, all neighbors to the subjsct site.

Testimony and evidence offered revealed that the subject property
consists of 2,642 sg.ft., zoned D.R. 10.5, and is improved with a two-story
end-of-group townhouse. The Petitioner purchased the subject property
approximately seven years ago at which {ime a carport existed oo the south
side of the home, adjacent to the Shaum property. Testimony indicated

that the Petitiomer emnclosed this carport to provide additional storage
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cpace and constructed an open porch attached thereto so that there would
be a shaded area to sit outdoors in the summer time. Mr. Potion testified
that they had problems with water seeping into the basement and that the
improvements were made to eliminate the problem. 7Yestimony indicated that
the storage area is presently used to store furniture and other personal
items. It is significant to note that the subject additions are located
on the property line abutting the Shaum property. Further testimony
revealed that Ted, Jr. lives in the basement of the dwelling and that
another couple and their child live on the first and second floors.
Rpparently, the property currently exisis as a two-apartment dwelling.

As noted above, several residents from the swrounding community
appeared in opposition to the relief regquested, including, Mr. and Mrs.
Michael Franchettl, Mrs. Leona Shaum, and Mr. Robert Morris. Mrs. Shaum
lives adjacent to the subject site at 710 Aldworth Road. Mrs. Shaum
complained about storm water runoff on her property as a result of the
subject additions. She testified that many of her flowers have died as a
result of the additional water runoff. Further testimony offered by the
other residents in this community revealed that the house has been uti-
lized as several apartments in the past and continues to be utilized as a
two—apartment dwelling at the present time. These residents testified as
te the unsightly nature of the additions which were added to this town-
house and are also concerned as to the structural safety of these addi-

tions. Mr. Morris and Mr. Franchetti both characterized the additicns as

After due copnsideration of the testimony and evidence offered at
the hearing, I am inclined to deny the Petitioner's request for variance.

It 1is apparent that the Petitioner has been utilizing the subject property
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for a2 muiti-family dwelling and that the proposed additions were azadded to
provide additiomnal 1living space for the tenants. In order for a variance
tc be granted, the Petitiomer must prove that a practical difficulty or
unreascnable hardship exists. To prove practical difficulty for an area
variance, the Petitioner must meet the following:

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property for a
permitted purpose or render conformance wunnecessarily
burdensome;

2Y whether the grant would do substantial injustice
to applicant as well as other property owners 1in the
district or whether a Ilesser relazation than that
applied for would give substantial relief; and

3} whether relief can be granted in such fashion
that the spirit of the ordinance will be cbserved and
public safety and welfare secured.

Anderson v. Bd. of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 28

{19743.

After due consideration of the testimony and evidence presented,
it is clear that the reguested variance does not meet the reguirements of
Section 307.1 of the B.C.Z.R. and must be denied. It is equally ciear
that the subject additions have had a detrimental effect upon the health,
safety and general welfare of the neighbor on the affected side and must
therefore be remowved.

Pursuant to the advertisement, postinag of the property, and
public hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the
variance requested should be denied.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for
Baltimore County this ﬁ % day of April, 1996 that the Petition for
Variance seeking relief from Sectiom 1B02.3.B (Section VI, 1953) of the

Baltimore county Zoning Regulations (B.C.Z.R.} to permit a side yard

e S
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setback of 0 feet in lieu of the minimum required 10 feet for existing
additions, in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit 1, be and is hereby
DENIFD; and,

IT IS8 PURTHER ORDERED that the Petitioner shall have forty-five
{45) days from the date of this Order in which to remove the additions
from the south side of the property so that the required 1I0-foot setback
is maintained; and,

IT 1S ¥URTHER ORDERED that the Petitioner shall have thirty {380}

days from the date of this Order in which to file an appeal.

L/L»% Voo co

TIMOTHY M. KOTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK:bis for Baltimore County

MICROFILMED



IN THE MATTER OF * BEFORE THE

THE APPLICATION OF

THEODOROS FOTIQCU -PETITIONER * COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS
FOR A VARIANCE ON PROPERTY

LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE * OF
ALDWORTH ROAD, 100°' SOUTH OF

CENTERLINE OF EDWORTH ROAD *  BALTIMORE COUNTY
(708 ALDWORTH ROAD)

12TH ELECTION DISTRICT * CASE NO. 96-236-A

7TH COUNCILMANIC DISTRICT
% * * *

* * * * %*

OPINTION

This matter was heard by the Board on February 11, 1997
relative to the Petition of Mr. Theodoros Fotiou to permit a side
yard setback of 0 feet in lieu of a minimum required 10 feet for
existing additions at a property owned by him in the 12th Election
District, 7th Councilmanic District, and corresponding to 708
Aldworth Road in the Eastpoint section of Baltimore County. The
appeal arose out of an Order by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner of
Baltimore County dated April 4, 1996, in which the Petitioner's
request for variance was denied. The Petitioner appeared on his
own behalf, assisted by Mr. Guido Guarnaccia, who identified
himself as an adviser and interpreter. Protestants included
Charles Knepp, Norma Knepp, Leola Shrum, and Michael Franchetti.:
" Carole S. Demilio, Deputy People's Counsel for Baltimore County,'
participated in these proceedings.

Mr. Fotiou testified that he purchased the subject property in
1990 and that at that time it included a previously constructed
. carport, consisting of a roof and supporting outside wall. He
- explained that, subsequent to his taking possession, he experienced
- considerable water leakage in the basement which he believes was -
generated by tree roots and other difficulties leading into the:

AICROFILMED

it



Case No. 96-236-A Theodoros Fotiou -Petitioner 2

basement area. He consulted a contractor and incurred several
thousands of dollars in an attempt to resolve the difficulties, and
testified that.tﬁe"contractor suggested that, as a solution, he
complete the addition, by constructing a front and back wall
enclosing the existing structure. He testified that the addition
was not meant as 1living quarters, and that, at the time of
construction, he received no complaints relative toc it from the
surrounding community.

Under c¢ross-—examination, Mr. Fotiou related that it was his
belief that, if the addition were removed, it would result in a
renewal of his basement water difficulties and, in any event, would
result in a $10,000.06 to $15,000.00 loss representing the cost ofl
the constructicn in 1991, as well as its removal at this time.

Michael J. Franchetti, who has resided at 712 Aldworth Road
for 43 years, was the first witness on behalf of the Protestants.
He testified that the lots in the area were essentially the same as
were the homes built upon them. There were some open carports and
- what he described as "lots of porches." He testified that the
carport which was turned into an addition by the Petitioner came '
right up to the property line with its neighbor, and that, to the
best of his knowledge, the previous owner had not had any
complaints or difficulties with water in his basement. Finally, he
was concerned about the effect of the addition and its use on the .
- surrounding area, and especially its possible effect to depreciate%
values of other properties in the neighborhood.

Leola Shrum, a resident of 710 Aldworth Road for 43 years, was |

MCROFILMED



Case No. 96-236-A Theodoros Foticu -Petitioner 3

next to testify. She is the next-door property owner to the
Petitioner, and confirmed that the Petitioner's addition does come
up flush with the shared property line. She also testified that
she had had no previous or present water problem, and generally
echoed the testimony of Mr. Franchetti.

Charles Knepp, a resident at 716 Aldworth Road since 1955,
observed in his testimony that all of the lots and houses in the .
area were essentially identical. He testified to experiencing some
minor water difficulties in past years, but had corrected them with
gutter extensions and some limited concrete work. He, too, was
concerned about the effect of the addition on the surrounding
properties and especially on the aesthetics of the neighborhood.

The regulations and applicable case law regarding the granting
of zoning variances in Baltimore County are clear and specific.

Section 307.1 of the Baltimore County Zoning Requlations (BCZR)

provides that the power to grant variances from area regulations
exists "only in cases where special circumstances or conditions
exist that are peculiar to the land or structure which is the
- subject of the variance request, and where strict compliance with
the Zoning Regulations for Baltimore County would result in
practical difficulty or unreasonable hardship.”

Further, case law clearly holds that a variance may only be
- granted after a two-step inquiry. First, the Zoning Authority must
determine whether the subject property is unique and unusual in a
manner different from the nature of the surrounding properties such

that the uniqueness or peculiarity of the property causes the
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zoning provision to have a disproportionate impact on the property.
If such a finding is made, the Zoning Authority must then determine
whether an unreasonable hardship results from the disproportionate

impact of the ordinance. Cromwell v. Ward, 102 Md.App. 691, 721

(1995). The "uniqueness" requirement has a rather specialized
meaning. The Court of Special Appeals established in the case of

North v. St. Marys County, 99 Md.App. 502 (1994) that:

"....the 'unique' aspect of a variance requirement does

not refer to the extent of improvements on the property,

or upon neighboring property. 'Uniqueness®' of a property

for zoning purposes requires that the subject property

have an inherent characteristic not shared by other

properties in the area, i.e., its shape, topography,
subsurface condition, environmental factors, historical
significance, access or non-access to navigable waters,
practical restrictions imposed by abutting properties

(such as obstructions) or other similar restrictions."

Id at 514.

Applying the facts and testimony of this matter to the
applicable statutory and case law, this Board finds unanimously
that there is simply nothing "unique" about this property. It is
exXxactly like the others in the neighborhoocd and, other than the
addition constructed by the Petitioner, is similar in almost every
way to the other properties in the area. The addition was
constructed without benefit of permit and was, thus, contrary to
the zoning regulations and illegal ab initio. The construction
and/or monetary or physical difficulties inherent in the removal of
. such a structure deces not in any way grant it the "uniqueness"
. regquired under the law.
Although we clearly take notice of the testimony and concerns

- of all parties who testified as to the history, use, and effect of
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the addition constructed by Mr. Fotiou, this Board need not address
any further issues upon the Petitioner's failure to gatisfy the
first requirement of the variance test, We, therefore,
unanimously deny Petitioner’'s request for variance, and order that
the subject structure be removed within forty-five (45) days from

the date of this Opinicn and Order.

ORDER
THEREFORE, IT IS THIS 27¢h  day of March , 1997

by the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

ORDERED that the request for variance from Section 1B02.3.B of

the Baltimore County Zoning Requlations to permit a side yard
setback of 0 feet in lieu of a minimum required 10 feet for
existing additions be and is hereby DENIED; and it is further

ORDERED that Petitioner shall have forty-five (45) days from
the date of this Order in which to remove the subject additions so
that the required 10-foot setback is maintained.

Any petition for judicial review from this decision must be
-made in accordance with Rule 7-201 through Rule 7-210 of the
Maryland Rules of Procedure.

COUNTY, BOARD OF APPEALS
OF IMORE CO

wrencel M. Stah¥, Actling Chairman

(::é GE?\f\J\gOV\QI,AE___,

Charles I.. Marks

- wﬂg@( @fnﬂﬁ/@

Margaretl Worrall

\ICROFILVED
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@ounty Board of Appeals of Baltimore County

OLD COURTHOUSE, ROOM 49

400 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
{410) 887-3180

March 26, 1997

Mr. Theodoros Fotiou
708 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, MbD 21222

RE: (ase No. 96-236-A
Theodoros Fotiou -Petitioner

Dear Mr. Fotiou:

Enclosed please find a copy of the final Opinion and Order
issued this date by the County Board of Appeals of Baltimore County
in the subject matter.

Any petition for judicial review from this decision must be
made in accordance with Rule 7-201 through Rule 7-210 of the
Maryland Rules and Procedure. If no such petition is filed within
30 days from the date of the enclosed Order, the subject file will
be closed.

Very truly yours,

Uad D% el g

Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator

encl.

cc: Leola Shrum
Mr. & Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, Sr.
Robert Morris
People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Lawrence E. Schmidt
Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Virginia W. Barnhart, County Attorney

Printed wilth Soybean ink
on Recycled Paper



. Baltimore County Government .
Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning

Suite 112 Courthouse
400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-4386

April 4, 1996

Mr. Theodoros Fotion
708 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

RE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE
W/S Aldworth Road, 100' S of the c/l of Edworth Road
{708 Aldworth Road)
12th Election Digtrict - 7th Councilmanic District
Theodoros Fotiou - Petitioner
Case No. 96-236-A

Dear Mr. Fotiou:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered 1in the
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Variance has been denied in
aceordance with the attached Order.

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor-
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For Turther information on
filing an appeal, please contact the Zoning Adminigtration and Development
Management office at 887-3381.

Very truly yours,

J’L : )LWO

TIMOTHY M. ROTROCO
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
TMK :bjs for Baltimore County

cc:  Mrs. Lecola Shaum
710 Aldworth Road, Baltimore, Md. 21222

Mr. & Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, Sr.
712 Aldworth Road, Baltimore, Md. 21222

Mr. Robert Morris .
7323 Kirtley Road, Baliimore, Md. 21224

People's Counsel; e File

éx% Printed with Soybean ink
-, <~7' on Recycled Paper



QE: PETITION FOR VARIANCE * BEFORE THE
708 BAldworth Read, W/S of Aldworith Road,
100 3 of ¢/1 of Edsworth Road * ZONING COMMISSIONER
12th Election District, Fth Councilmaniec
* OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Theodoros Fotiou
Petitioner * CASE NO. 96-236-A
* k3 * * * * * * ® * * * *

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

Please enter the appearance of the People's Counsel in the gbove-
captioped matter. Notice should be sent of any hearing dates or other
proceedings in this matter and of the passage of any preliminary or

final Order.

;?e;fZDL//(4aﬂyg§ Echfn/4142410u4>w5_,
PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN
People's Counsel for Baltimore County

CARQLE S. DEMILIQ
Deputy People's Counsel
Room 47, Courthouse

400 Washington Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

{410) 887-2188

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this éZVL4\ day of January, 1996, a copy
of the foregoing Entry of Appearance was mailed to Theodoros Fotiou,

708 Aldworth Road, Baltimore, MD 21222, Petitiocner.

?22/%13“—1ﬁ“{;t/¥é 22¢/?£;40uﬁxthéaﬂx_

PETER MAX ZIMMERMAN




o 4 &7

Petition for Variance
to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County

Y6 —23( -F

for the property located at - o¢ Aidw:ti, Ronk
which is presently zoned R 1.5

This Petition shall be filed with the Department of Permits & Development Management
The undersigned, legal cwner(s} of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and piat attached

hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a Variance from Section(s)

Nl s ] , -
I2e2 2. 8. (S ¥l 1353 ) o permiy & 07 g ya_r-oﬁ i frese o2 dpT

of the Zening Regulations of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore Courity, for the following reasons: {indicate hardship or

» practical difficulty)
We had needed some Sterage s

Sutmmex +fm_€ q5 WE,I‘ as Kee, '{"LD_ ran P[D(nS :
: g dudr Fell it Hhage a5 o probem coth tho

be h the hoq%, He

‘l’l‘Hz Conqpanj i\l
t

pace and o F[qc

e i’o sitin H.Q

n He basements ivhen we

whas Cine and Just went 1n Iing with e fwuse and

i N
il e
LY (e percrs e . . . .

w roperty Jfa be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
I, of we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, etc., upon filing of this petition, and further agree to and are to
be bound by the zoning regulations and restrictions of Baltimere County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law for Baitimore County

Contract Furchaser/Lessee

(Type cr Pnnt Name)

Signature

Address

State Zipcode

Cr
Agney tor Petitioner

{Type or Print Name)

ature

Jddeess Phaone No
Zpoo?é

ity

on Recycted Paper
Revised 9/5/95

I
@;\) Prmted wih Soybean ok

We do solemnly declare and affimm, under the penaltres of perjury, that Jiwe are the
legal owneris) of the property which is the subject of this Petiticn

Legzl Cwrier!s

{iype or Print Name)

Sigrature
< 708 ALDwWoRTH ede 252- 0803
Address Phone No
» BALTIMORE Md aiaaR
Chty State Zipcode
Name, Address and phone number of e iver 1o be cor d
Name
Address Phane Nn.
L OFFICE USE ONLy TR
ESTIMATED LENGTH OF HEARING / g
unavailable for Hearing
the foll ./d-‘«a Kext Two Months
ALL OTHER .
REVIEWED BY:___— 2 )/C oATE_ ‘2 ,//5/'?‘?

MICRGFILMED
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CASE NUMBER: 96 .36-A {Item 233) s :;?/ 7.

708 Aldworth Road
W/S of Aldworth Road, 100' S of ¢/l of Edsworth Road

ﬂ & ‘?‘t‘ 12th Election District - 7th Councilmanic /\ y /’}'f

%}%g‘}' ) - Legal Owner: Theodoros Foitiou i A LTI

| 3 ffz s ' M!C"m oy
- Variance to permit a zero foot side yard in lieu of 10 feet. AL
-

HEARING: TUESDAY, JANUARY 9, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 118, 0ld
Courthouse.

Ty
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ZONING DEFARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towmn, Maryiand

.q\pzlg(p A CZRTIFICATE OF POSTING




CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

TOWSON, MD., /2 / 22 1995

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published
in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of L successive

weeks, the first publication appearing on 2 = / .19 fj

THE JEFFERSONIAN,

| EGAL AD, - TOWSON
suphcher

MICROFILMED



Baltimore County
Department of Permits and

7 Deveiopment Processing
County Office Building
111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Develnpment Management Towson, Maryland 21204

ZONING HEARTING ADVERTISING AND POSTING REQUIREMENTS & PROCEDURES

Baltimore County zoning regulations require that notice be given to the
general public/neighboring property owners relative to property which
is the subject of an upcoming zoning hearing. For those petitions which
require a public hearing, this notice is accomplished by posting a sign
on the property and placement of a notice in at least one newspaper of
general circulation in the County.

This office will ensure that the legal requirements for posting and
advertising are satisfied. However, the petitioner is responsible for
the costs associated with these requirements.

PAYMENT WILL BE MADE AS FOLLOWS:

1) Posting fees will be accessed and paid to this office at the
time of filing.

2) Billing.for legal advertising, due upon receipt, will come
from and should be remitted directly to the newspaper.

NON-PAYMENT OF ADVERTISING FEES WILL STAY ISSUANCE OF ZONING ORDER.

ARNOLD JABION, DIRECTOR

For newspaper advertising:

Ttem No.: & 2% Petitioner: Fe—l‘aou_, , Theodoros

Location: 7 6% Afiwd,-ﬁi’; Qm;j

PLEASE FORWARD ADVERTISING BILL TO:

T%coiar'dg
ADDRESS: 7o ¢ Aldwoty Qowg -

RBaolde. WD R1Q22~

NAME: F oFiow
[d

PHONE NUMBER: ABZ- 0§07

MICROFILMED

Y Printed wath Soybean ink
an Recycled Paper



BALTIMORL COUNTY, MARYLAND "o
OFFICE OF FINANCE - REVENUE DIVISION | D94 1E8

MISCELLANEOUS CASH RECEIPT C? (. :
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DISTRIBUTION

VALIDATION CR SIGNATURE OF CASHIER
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BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND No.
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Baltimore County Development Processing

: County Office Building
Dep ent of Permits and 111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

%W

December 15, 1995

NOTICE OF HEARING

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by aumthority of the Zoning Act and Reguiations of Baltimore
Cowmty, will bold a public hearing on the property jdentified herein in
Room 106 of the Coupty 0ffice Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Averme in Towson, Maryland 21204
or
Room 118, Old Courthomse, 400 Washingten Avesue, Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows:

CASE MUMBER: 96-236-R {Item Z33)

708 Aldworth Road

®/S of Aldworth Road, 100' S of ¢/1 of Edsworth Road
12th Electiom District - Rh Cowncllmanic

Legal Ovmer: Theodoros Fotiem

Variance to permit 2 zero foot side yard in liew of 10 feet.

HEARTRG: TUESDAY, JANURRY 9, 1996 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 118, 01d Courthouse.

Arnald Jablon
Pirector

cot Theodoros Fotion

HOTES: (1) ZONTWG SIGN & POST MIST BE RETURMED TO RM. 104, 111 W. CHESEPERKE AVENUE ON THE HERRTNG BATE.
(2} HEERTNGS ARE HENDICAPPED BCCESSTELE; POR SPECIAL ACCOMMWRATTONS PLERSE CRLL 887-3353.
{3) FOR TMFORMATTON CORCERTNG THE FILE AND/OR HEARTMG, CONTACT THIS OFFICE AT 887-3391.

MICROFILMED

Printed with Soybean ink
on Boacyelod Paper



Permits and Licenses

R G
% Baltimore County County Office Building
. 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
* ok k& & Department of Permits and

%*W Towson, Maryland 21204
oy O

Development Management (410) 887-3900
Fax: (410) 887-2824

January 19, 1996

NOTICE OF REASSIGNMENT

CASE NUMBER: 96-236-A (Item 233)

708 Aldworth Road

W/S Aldworth Road, 100" S of ¢/l Edsworth Road
12th ElectionDistrict - 7th Councilmanic

Legal Owner: Theodoros Fotiou

Variance to permit a zero foot side vard in lieu of 10 feet.

HEARING: THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1996 at 10:00 a.m. in Rcom 118, 01d
Courthouse.

el N

ARNOLD JABLCN
DIRECTOR

cc: Theodoros Fotiou
Robert Morris

PLEASE NOTE, DUE TO THE AMOUNT OF SNOW NOW ON THE GROUND, THIS OFFICE
IS UNSURE AS T0 THE FEASIBILITY OF REPOSTING THE PROPERTY. WE THEREFORE
ASK THAT THE PETITIONER USE A BLACK MARKER TO WRITE THE NEW HEARING
DATE CN THE SIGN. THANK YOU.

MICROFILMED

gé Pru'::g with Suyg:::'lnk
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Baltimore County Government
Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning

Suite 112 Courthouse b 1 1996
400 Washington Avenue ebruary 1,
Towson, MD 21204 (410) 8874386

Mr. Theodoros Fotlou
708 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

RE: Petition for Variance
Notice of Reassignment
Property: 708 Aldworth Road
Case No. 96-236-A
01d hearing date: January 9, 1996 at 10:00 A.M.
New hearing date: February 1,1996 at 10:00 A.M.

Dear Mr. Fotiou:

Please be advised that your hearing regarding the above captioned case
was re-scheduled for February 1, 1996 at 10:00 A.M. in Room 118 of the 0ld
Court House in Towson. Neither you nor Mr. Robert Morris, the Protestant
in this case, appeared for the hearing.

I would appreciate your calling my office within 10 days from the date
of this letter to explain why you did not appear for your hearing.

Thank you for your assistance and cooperation.

Vefz/grnly yours,

‘Z e/% Schmidt
LES :mmn Zoning Commissioner
c: Mr. Robert Morris
710 Aldworth Reoad
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Y
e
if

c: Mr. James H. Thompson, Code Enforcement Supervisor
Violation Case No. 96-1751

MICROFILMED

Printed with Soybean iok
an Bacveled Paper



@ @

PORE O . .
g_,m %Q Baltimore County Development Processing
Tk D | f Permits and County Office Building
* cp ent of Permits an 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
%\, EEE Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204
1

March 1, 1996

NOTICE ©OF REASSIGNMENT

Rescheduied from 2/1/96

CASE NUMBER: 96-236-A {item 233}

708 Aldworth Road

W/S Aldworth Road, 100' 8 of z/. Edsworth Read
12th Election District - 7th Courcilmanic
Legal Owner: Theodoros Fotiou

Variance to permit a zero foot side yard in lieu of 10 feet.

HEARING: WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 1996 at 9:00 a.mm. in Room 106, County
Office Building.

@d%

ARNOLD JABLON -
DIRECTOR

cc: Theodoros Fotiou
Robert Morris

MICROFILMED
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Case No. G6-236-A
Theodoros Fotiou - Petitioner

W/s Aldworth Road, 10C' S of c¢/1 Edworth Rcad
(708 Aldworth Road)

12th Election District Appealed: &/25/96

(see attached vicinity map)

MICROFILMED
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Baltimore County gevelopment Proc.es?ing
Department of Permits and ounty Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

January 2, 1996

Theodoros Fotiou
798 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, ¥D 21222

J
)

RE Ttem No.: 233
Case No.:; 96-236-A
Petitioner: T. Fotion

Dear Mr. Fotiou:

The Zoning Advisory Committee {ZAC), which consists of representa-
tives from Baltimore County approval agencies, has reviewed the plans
submitted with the above referenced petitiosm, which was accepted for
processing by Permits and Development Management (PDM), Zoning Review, on
bDecember &, 1995.

Any comments submitted thus far from the members of ZBAC that offer or
request information on your petition are attached. These comments are mot
intended to indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action reguested,
but to assure that all parties (zoning commisszioner, attorney, petiticner,
ete.) are made aware of plans or problems with regard to the proposed
improvements that may have a bearing on this ease. Only those comments
that are informstive will be forwarded to you; those that are not
informative will be placed in the permanent case file.

If you peed further information or have any guestions regarding these
comments, please do not hesitate to contact the commenting agency or Jaoyce
Watson in the zoning office (887-3381).

Sincerely,

%#. Carl Richards, Jr.
Zoning Supervisor

HCR/ jw

Attachment({s) Mi CRGHLMED
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. . | D'avid L. Winslead

Secretary

IR §

Maryland Department of Transportation " el Kassoff
: State Highway Administration Administrator
: /2GR
' Ms. Joyce Watson RE: Baltimore County
', Baltimore County Office of tem No. 23X CMo’ /<>

Permits and Development Management
County Office Building, Room 108
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Ms. Watson:

Thig office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to
approval as it does not access a State roadway and is not affected by any State

Highway Administration projects.
Please contact Bob Small at 410-333-1350 if you have any questions.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this item.

Very truly yours,

Bl sl

Ronald Burns, Chief
Engineering Access Permils
Division

BS/es

-y

MICROFILMED

My telephone number is

Marytand Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech
1-800-735-2258 Slatewide Toll Free

Malling Address: P.O. Box 717 « Baltimore, MD 21203-0717
Street Address: 707 North Caivert Sireet ¢ Ballimore, Maryland 21202

""”""'!”"':T'T"T'f"' . -
Lo oy . -




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TCG: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: Dec. 26, 1995
Zoning Administration and Development Management

FROM: kﬁobert W. Bowling, P.E., Chief
Development Plans Review

RE: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting

for Decenmber 1985
Items 232, 234, 238, 236, 238, 239,
2%@, 1 and 242 Q

The Development Plans Review Division has reviewed
the subject zoning items and we have no comments.,

RWB:sw

MICROFILMED
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o
. Baltimore County Govermnment { a

Fire Department Y

DATE: 12/22/93

rnold Jablon

Birector

foning Administration and
svalopment Management

Faltimore County Office Building
gwsan, MD 21204

Alt 5TOP-1103

E: Property Owner: SEE BELOW

OCATION: DISTRIBUTION MEETING OF DEC. 1B, 19935,

tem No.: SEE BELOW Zoning Agernda:l

=ntlemen:

this Bureau and the comments below are applicable and reguired to
corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property.

IN REFERENCE 7O THE FOLLDWING ITEM NUMBERS:232
237, 238, 237, 240, 241 AND 242.

700 EastJoppa Road Office of the Fire Marshal
Towson, MD 21286-5500 (410)887-4880

Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surwveved

234, 235, 23k,

EVIEWER: LT. ROBERT P. SAUERWALD [ ] R

Fire Marshal Office, PHONE B87-4B81, MS-1102F [

: File

[Rintad with Soybean ink i
on Recycled Paper PD;%’?




BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Arnold Jablon, Director DATE: December 28, 1595
Permits and Develcopment
Management

FROM: Pat Keller, Director
Office of Planning

SUBJECT: Petitions from Zoning Advisory Committee

The Office of Planning has no comments on the following petition(s):

Ttem Nosfﬂggéa 237 and 238

\-‘«—’
If there should be any further questions or if this office can provide additional

information, please contact Jeffrey Long in the Office of Planning at 887-3480.

Prepared by: <::1£/¢ﬁ/4\si4’ /77//;>232{;/y“157’h
Division Chief:/ W_’ ) m

PK/JL

MICROFILMED
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Code ®
Baltimore County

Department of Perrmits & Development Management
1 West Chesapeake Averue

Towson, Maryland 21204

(410) 887-3341

BALTIHMMORE COUNTY, MARYLANTED

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

TO: Larry E. Schmidt DATE: December 28, 1995
Zoning Commissioner

FROM: James H. Thompson - LW
Code Enforcement Supervisor

SUBJECT: ITEM NO.: 233
PETITIONER: Theodoros Fotiocu
VIOLATION CASE NO.: C-96-1751

LOCATION OF VIOLATION: 708 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
12th Election bistrict

DEFENDANTS: Theodoros Fotiou
708 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Piease be advised that the aforementioned petition is the
subject of an active violation case. When the petition is scheduled
for a public hearing, please notify the following person(s):

NAME ADDRESS

Mr. Robert Morris 710 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

After the public hearing is held, please send a copy of the
Zoning Commissioner's Order to the Code Enforcement Supervisor, so that

the appropriate action may be taken relative to the viclation case.

JHT/LW/hek

) Li o Li ey Ay
/umr,ﬂ/-—“ﬁ', il S ST
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Baltimore County Igevebplg;r_lt Pg)cisFing
Department of Permits and ounty Oilice Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Development Management Towson, Maryland 21204

August 22, 1996

Mrs. Leola Shgﬁm
710 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, MD 21222

RE: Petition for Zoning
Variance
W/S Aldworth Road, 100' S
of the ¢/l of Edworth Road
(708 Aldworth Road)
12th Election Distriet
7th Councilmaniec District
Theodoros Fotiou -
Petitioner
Case No. 96~-236-A

Dear Mrs. Shéhm:
Please be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was
filed in this office on April 25, 1996 by Theodoros Fotiou. All

materials relative to the case have been forwarded to the Baltimore County
Board of Appeals (Board).

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please do not
hesitate to call 887-3180.

Sincgrely,

'ARNOLD JAB
Director

AJ:rye
cc: Mr. and Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, Sr.

Mr. Robert Morris
Pecople's Counsel

MICROFILMED
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APPEAL
Petition for Zoning Variance
W/S Aldworth Road, 100' 8 of the ¢/l of Edworth Road
{708 Aldworth Road)
12th Election District - 7th Councilmanic District

Theodoros Fotiou - Petitioner
Case No. 96-236-A

Petition for Zoning Variance

Description of Property

Certificate of Posting

Certificate of Publication

Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel

Zoning Advisory Committee Comments

Protestant{s) Sign-In Sheet

Petitioners' Exhibit: 1 - Plat for Zoning Variance
Twelve Phatographs Not Marked as Exhibitas

Inter~Office Correspondence from James H. Thompson, Code Enforcement
Supervisor, to Larry E. Schmidt, Zoning Commissioner, dated December
28, 1995

Letter from Lawrence E., Schmidt, Zoning Commissioner, to Theodoros
Fotiou dated February 1, 1996

Letter from Errol Echer to Raymond Wisnom, Code Enforcement Supervisor,
dated March 27, 1996 Accompanied by Automated Permit Tracking System
General Permit Application Data

8ix Letters of Opposition
Deputy Zoning Commissioner's Order dated April 4, 1996 (Denied)

Notice of Appeal from Theodoros Fotiou Received on April 25, 1996 by
the Zoning Commissioner's Office

Copy of Appeal Letter Return Receipt from Thecodoros Fotiou to Stella
Lowery dated August 21, 1996

c: Mr. Theodoros Fotiou, 708 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mre. Lecla Shaum, 710 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mr. and Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, Sr., 712 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mr. Robert Morris, 7323 Kirtley Road, 21224
People's Counsel of Baltimore County, M.S. 2010

Request Notification: Timothy Kotroco, Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Arncld Jdablon, Director of PDM

MICROFILMED



. APPEAL

Petition for Zoning Variance
W/S Aldworth Road, 100' 8 of the ¢/l of Edworth Road
{708 Aldworth Road)
12th Election District - 7th Councilmanic District
Theodoros TFotiou - Petitioner
Case No. 96-236-A

r

Mﬁétition for Zoning Variance
v/ﬁgscription of Property
Certificate of Posting
J/E;rtificate of Publication
Entry of Appearance of People's Counsel
L/Q;ning Advisory Committee Comments
Végotestant(s) 8ign-In Sheet
Petitioners' Exhibit: W(i Plat for Zoning Variance
t/faélve Photographs Not Marked as Exhibits

nter-Office Correspondence from James H. Thompson, (ode Enforcement
Supervigor, to Larry E. Schmidt, Zoning Commissioner, dated December
28, 1995

uﬁglter from Lawrence E. Schmidt, Zoning Commissionegr, to Theodoros
Fotiou dated February 1, 1996

\/ﬁétter from Errol Fcher to Raymond Wisnom, Code Enforcement Supervisor,
dated March 27, 1996 Accompanied by Automated Permit Tracking System
General Permit Application Data

Six Letters of Opposition
V/geputy Zoning Commissioner's Order dated April 4, 1996 {Denied)

v/gétice of Appeal from Theodoros Fotiou Received on RApril 25, 19%6 by
the Zoning Commissioner's O0ffice

Copy of Bppeal Letter Return Receipt from Theodoros Fotiou to Stella
Lowery dated August 21, 1996

S hor uwa

craﬁMr. Theodoros!Fotiou, 708 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mrs. Leola , 710 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mr. and Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, S8r., 712 Aldworth Road, 21222
Mr. Robert Morris, 7323 Kirtley Road, 21224
Pecple's Counsel of Baltimore County, M.S. 2010

Request Notification: Timothy Kotroco, Deputy Zoning Commissioner
Arnold Jablon, Director of PIM

ves g 00
YR IV

TACt
(J‘:; Vs oA 4
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11/27/96 -Notice of Assignment for hearing scheduled for Tuesday,
February 11, 1997 at 10:00 a.m. sent to following:

Theodoros Fotiou

Leola Shrum

Mr., & Mrs. Michael J. Franchetti, Sr.
Robert Morris

People's Counsel for Baltimore County
Lawrence E. Schmidt

Arnold Jablon, Director /PDM
Virginia W. Barnhart, County Attorney

2/11/97 -Hearing held and concluded; deliberated immediately after
conclusion of case. Petition for Variance DENIED by CBA; written
Opinion and Order to be issued; appellate period to run from date
of written Order. (L.C.W.)

MICROFILMED



COUNTY BOARD OF APPEALS OF BALTIMORE CQUNTY

MINUTES OF DELIBERATION

IN THE MATTER OQOF: Theodoros Fotiou —-Petitioner

DATE

BOARD /PANEL

SECRETARY

Case No. 96-235-A

February 11, 1997 € conclusion of hearing

-

Lawrence M. Stahl, Acting Chairman (LMS)
Charles L. Marks {CLM)
Margaret Worrall (MW )

Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator

Those present at this deliberation, included Petitioner,
Protestants, and the Office of People's Counsel, represented
by Peter Max Zimmerman, People's Counsel for Baltimore County,
and Carole S§. Demilio, Deputy People's Counsel.

We are not on the record. We have the Administrative
Assistant of the Board who is taking notes. This is the
deliberation portion of this matter. As I indicated, this is
required under the law to be a public deliberation under the
open meetings law. Let the record reflect my general and
continued unhappiness with the process, and my continuing
comment that our brethren and sisters in the Circuit Court and
Rowe Boulevard would not want to labor under the same
conditions.

Having said that, there are no comments in this deliberation.
We are not here under a record. Notes are being taken for our
use later on in putting together a written decision. And with
that, Margaret?

I've reviewed the file; loocked at the exhibits coming in; and
heard a lot of testimony. The issue here is really only one
issue and that is the question of additions which have been
built within the setback area. There was a good deal of
testimony about the use of the subject property and whether
there is more than one family living there, had lived there
before, whatever. That is not the issue today. We are simply
asked to decide within the law about the request for a
variance from a 10' side yard setback.

Under 307.1, the standards for a variance are set forth. As
the People's Counsel aptly described them, the first prong of
the test 1is whether the property is unique f£from other
properties in the area. It has to be different in some way
that sets it apart and makes it unusual so that the setback
could not be met in the way the other properties can meet
theirs. There is nothing unique about this property. It is
exactly like the others in the neighborhood. Therefore, there
is simply no justification for a side yard variance. The
variance must be denied and I believe that the structures must

MICROFILMED



Deliberation /Theodoros Fotiou -Petitioner /Case #96-236-2A

CLM

be removed in such a way as to guarantee that the required 10°
setback is honored.

Variances by their very nature are exceptions to the zoning
laws. This body does not make the 2zoning rules and
regulations. They are made by the County Council; made by
elected representatives. The general body of the zoning
regulations are shaped basically to protect the health, safety
and general welfare of all citizens of Baltimore County. In
compliance with the law, the rules and regulations are
followed. If you are going to build an addition or alter a
house, permits have to be issued, inspections made to insure
electrical and plumbing meet Code requirements. If we
permitted everyone to do what they wanted to do, it would be
a chaotic society. This body here has tc be very careful
about granting variances. What we do is dictated basically by
the Code, which sets forth specific standards, and also
decisions which come to us from the Court of Special Appeals
and the Court of Appeals, the highest court in the State. We
are bound by the law to follow those decisions. There are a
number of them, including Cromwell v. Ward and Chesterhaven
case, which to lay persons do not mean much. But to us, it
means more and more of those. In order for us to grant a
variance, we must find the property unique, different or
unusual. It can be by shape of land, topography, or a number
of factors. But unless we find the land is unigque or unusual,
we cannot by law grant a variance. Based on the testimony and
evidence, I can't find where this property is unique or
unusual or different from any other townhouse in the area.
The addjitions that were built by the Petitioner were done
without a permit, without Baltimore County authority, and they
do violate the setback requirements of the required 10' which
are again thereby regulations and therefore enforced.

Having found that the property is not unusual or different, we
do not have to go to the second prong, and even if we were to
do so, it would be my conclusion that +the Petitioner
voluntarily put the additions on and if hardship, he created
it himself. Any financial 1loss to tear it down is
unfortunate, but that has to be the case.

Having found there is neither unique, unusual or different, we
do not have to address the problem. I would deny on that
basis alone. I would deny the variance and would support
removal of the addition by the Petitioner within 45 days of
our Order.

I have a couple of comments. When we apply the standard, it
is to the property itself. It is the reason why questions
about the size, lot, whether or not configquration of lot was
any different, because the variance law and Cromwell sets out
that when vou have a piece of property different than others

2



Deliberation /Theodoros Foitiou -Petitioner /Case #96-236-A

in the area, that will sometimes produce a situation in which
the zoning that applies to the others really would result in
an improper and unfair result; hence the entire variance
precess. I agree that there is simply nothing unigue about
the physical structure of the property; that the topography,
the lay of the land, shape, size of lot. And that we are
constrained, we are literally forced, into a position where
that being the case, a variance cannot and should not be
granted. I feel, however, constrained to make several
practical life and reality comments.

There has been -- because we will make cur decision and go on,
but the people who live on the street will still live there --
and the people will or will not continue to rent -- so I think
comments about our position should be made.

Whether or not there were reasons why this vioclation came to
the attention of the County -- in my mind, I think it clearly
had nothing to do with the zoning or zoning violations. Our
ruling that the additions need to be removed is not going to
alter the permissive and permissible uses of the property. So
that our ruling is not a panacea or an end, or change to what
has been testified to relative to the use of the property.

The Petitioner will still, presuming they can conform with
Baltimore County, rent the property to whomever and under
whatever conditions the law allows. This rejection of a
variance will not alter that. And that means that the
neighborhood is still going to have to live with the realities
of living and dealing with each other. People have lived in
the neighborhood a long time, raised families, they live
there, and will continue to utilize these properties. On
behalf of the Board, I, and although we have not talked, I
know I speak for all the members, we try to resolve the legal
issues. The people issues will continue, and we can only
hope that the neighborhood and the community will realize they
still all need to be neighbors and live with the realities of
what will happen as a consequence of our ruling.

Having sald that, I agree that we should rule that the
additions in violation of setback need to be removed. When
you build something not according to the Code or with a
variance, you do so taking a chance.

And for whatever reason it was brought to the County, it has
been, and our hands are tied. I am concerned, however, about
the degree we are requiring removal. There is a block wall
and roof that has existed for over a large number of years.
It was there before the Petiticoner came, and I'm troubled
about requiring him to remove all of that.

There is a difference between a carport and an addition. One

3 MICROFN MED
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Deliberation /Theodoros Fotiou -Petitioner /Case #96-236-A

is an enclosed body; one is an open body. Different zoning
requirements; will not suggest whether or not a carport is
not in and of itself appropriate. But I would suggest to the
two of you to bring the property back, that is the required
removal of additions, but not that which was there when
Petitioner moved into the property, that is the block wall and
roof over it. He purchased that in good faith; testimony that
there is another carport across the street. Once it's opened
up, I do not see the fairness in requiring removal of the
structure that's been there that long. I'm not sure whether
or not things can be done about the water, but we are not
addressing the water issue; it's not before us. It's an
unfair result. I'm having a problem requiring that.

I certainly understand the fairness issue. I don't personally
have a problem with that. I'm not sure that we have the
authority to make that...

I'm not sure we do actually. Whether or not it's a carport
may alter it.

I think we really have to see what the original Petition says.
What is being appealed here -- is it the whole structure or
the portion built?

{NOTE: COPY ACCEPTED BY THE BOARD FROM MS.
DEMILIO. The Board then came together in
brief discussion of this matter.)

As a practical matter, our Order must call for removal of the
entire structure. I personally think it might be -- and then
that's what our Order must reflect. I personally think it
might be personal, and in terms of community relationships,
mistake if the parties to the case did not in fact resolve
among themselves a procedure by which that structure, which
had been there for 20+ years, would be allowed to remain.
Removal might have more of a price than is necessary or
healthful for the community.

Comment by Ms. Demilio (permitted by Boaxd):
I do not want to speak ocut of turn, but, what
I'm saving is you have to rule on the merits
of what 1is there. You are encouraging
dialogue between those property owners as to
how to proceed, but you cannot order it; will
not be a final order.

Absolutely it will not be. But it is a comment I am making
simply out of an abundance of -- we have said on a lot of
these cases and as I've heard before -- good counsel whispered
in the ear of those involved.

: MICROFILMED



Deliberation /Theodoros Fotiou -Petitioner /Case #96-236~A

MW:

One thing I would also point out, and again I think the
property owner should not be misled that he is indeed, and
again we are not getting into the people issue, if indeed that
carport violated the law, i1t has to also meet the 10' setback;
somebody, someday may come along and say -—- and indeed the
County, because of this action, may come to inspect if it has
been carried out.

Again, our order will be clean and clear. What happens beyond
that is simply a suggestion as individuals —-

I think we have another problem, Larry. This Order will be
received by Permits and Development Management. They will see
the entire Order; will send inspector down and will read that
it was not granted as to the whole unit.

That unit absent those portions which may be okay under the
zoning laws. That is something the parties might go forward
with.

But, okay if it meets the regulations and meets the law. I
just caution the owner of the property that no matter what is
agreed to privately, that does not exempt -- does not take
away the fact that the regulations say what they say and you
are legally required...

Anything that remains there will have to remain there if it
meets qualifications and rules set down by Baltimore County
agencies.

we thank you for being here. A written Order will be produced
by the Board. It will be forwarded to all concerned, and any
appeal, which is an appeal to the Circuit Court, will arise
from the date of the written Order and not today's date.

Thank you very much.

* % * & % % %

Respectfully submitted,

hathoe & s

Kathleen C. Bianco
Legal Administrator
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.~ ’ ? FANEL EF{003M
TINME: 10:36: 07 AUTOTATED PERMIT TRACKING SYSTE LAGT UEDATE .1x¢wz95
BATE:  03/27/96 GENERAL FERMIT AFFLICATION DATA PLE 900D

FERMIT o BRBIGT?S PROFERTY  ADDRESH
REGELFT 4: ART1698 Kgels ALDWORTH RD
CONTROL. s MR SURDIV:  BEVERLY MILLS
XREF % DRI TN TarX ADCOUNT & 1201685240 DISTRICT/PRECINGY 12 o2
DWNERS ENFORMATION (LAST, FIRST)

FEE B%.00 NeME - FOTTIOU, THEDDORE

I HEL00 ADDR: 768 ALDWORTH RD
Loy : AFFL

DATES APPLICANT INFORMATTION

LIED: 11/09/9% NAME - THEODORE FOTIOU
SSUED: 11709795 COMFANY:
CGENCY ADDRT . 708 ALDWORTH RD

ADDRZ: BALTO MD 21222

FECTOR: 2R FHONE & 282 0803 LIGENSE

”ES: KR/ EMD

FASSWORD

!? - 9ELETE PRS- BAVE

FE o NEXT PERMIT FE1G - INQRY
FANEL BFIOO4M

TIME: 1034632 AUTOMATED FERMIT TRACKING SYSTEM LAST UFDATE 117097945

DATE @3/?(/?& BUTLDING DETATL A1 Fi.F §2:19:29

TRALT : BLOCK :
FERMIT & B2BI&T72 FLAaNG:  CONST 00 F.0T 9 FL.AT baTa O B4 L2
TENANT

BUTLDING CODE: 2 CONTR: OWNER

IMFRY ENGNR

USE 01 BELLR

ENTER ~ FERMIT DETALL FE3 - ING
FER - APFROVALS FE4 - T8

4
"]
o
8]

IJITIUN“ #
UE FERMIT ¥

i
e
ur
R

™
'

FOUNDATION BAGE WORK : CONSTRUCT ENCLOSED FORCH ON SIDE OF EX.SFTH
USING EX.CONC.PATIO, FOOTER'S TOL CORE REQ'D,

CONSTRUC FUEL SEWAGE WATER 2 HOUR NON-COMBUSTIBRLE PARTY WALL W/ND OFENTINGE
I PE ON O'SETRACK SIDE. 9.62"'X20'X12 =1 935F

CENTRAL AIR F1.OOD ZONE-(

ESTIMATED COBT

§,300 FROFODSED USE: SFTH & ADDITION

OWNERSHIF: 4 EXTETING WSE: HFTH

RESTIDENTIAL CAT: 4

AR a T BED FARED #3&?b TUT BED TOT APTS:

T FaMILly BEDROOMS : AH

R AF : - PREVA HOREEN PIV - SAVE

N S TNE!LLIJUN FEB -~ NEXT  SCREEM  CLEAR - MENL
FaMEL BFTOOSM

TIME: {10:346:42 AUTOMATED PERMIT TRACKING SYHLTEM LAST UFDATE  11/09/93

BOTE:  O03/27796 BUILDING DETATL 2 PLF FR929

ENTER -~ NEXT DETATLL F
FET -~ GENERAL PERMIT F

FERMIT & BRIZET2 RUTILDING SIZE LOT STZE AND SETRACKS
FlO0R : 193 GIZE: 0026 .42 X 100,00
WIDTH: CR Vi FRONT STREET:
GARBAGE DISE: DEFTH: 20! GIDE  STREET:
FOWDER ROOME : MELGHT 13! FRONT SETE: NG
B THROCOMS : STORIES: SIDE  SBETE: a' /NG
KEITOHENS : GIDE GTR SETE:
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Theodoros Fotiou
708 Aldworth Rd.
Baltimore, MD 21222

2E7- 9733 EEENVE

The Honorable Timothy M. Kotroco
Baltimore County Zoning Commissioner

Office of Planning & Zoning ZGN G CON 1415SION

Ste. 112 Courthouse
400 Washington Ave.
Towson, MD 21204

RE: Appeal Decision for Variance
w/s Aldworth Rd., 100's of the ¢/1 of Edworth Rd.
(708 Aldworth Road)
12th Election District - 7th Councilmanic District
Theodoros Fotiou - Petitioner
Case No. 96-236-A

Dear Mr. Kotroco:

I am appealing the conclusion you came to on April 4, 1996, regarding Case
No. 96-236-A, as the information presented as fact that led you to your conclusion
is not {rue in its entirety.

I purchased the property knowmn as 708 Aldworth Road approximately seven
years ago. Yes, there is a paved driveway in the back, and there was a cinderblock
structure on the south side of the home with windows and doors. Not "the carport”
stated in the records by those who oppose this variarnce.

When I originally built the addition, going in-line with the existing structure,
there was a need to keep water from seeping into the basement. I also thought it
would be nice to have somewhere to sit outside in the summer to have a meal and
not be bothered by the insects.

The home was bought with a kitchen installed on the second floor; it had
been there at least 20 years. It is true that I had been renting out the home, but it
had been rented from before I moved in. As soon as I found out that this wasn‘t
allowed, my son and I remaoved the second-floor kitchen immediately. We didn't
need an extra kitchen. (It had been there for many years, probably from the 1950's.}

My home is a single-family dwelling and will remain so. My son simply
sleeps in the basement: that's all.

We have put $15,000.00 into the porch -- a lot of hard work, time and effort.
During its construction, friends and neighbors were admiring it and even offered
io help at times.

If there were any concern about the porch being structurally sound, no one



-9 -
voiced it or showed it at that time. Why did they wait 32 years to voice their
displeasure?

If any adjustments need to be made, I am more than willing to make those
necessary changes. Also, if relief can be granted from (section 1B02.3.B) (section Vi,
1953) in such fashion that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and public

safety and welfare secured, I will be much obliged to meet any requirements.

Thank you for your time and cooperation on this matter. I hope a reasonable
solution can be agreed upon.

Sincerely,
Ted Fotiou

TF:sse
Enclosures
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704 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, MD 21222-1304
24 February 1996

Permits and Licenses T
County Office Building A 2
111 West Chesapeake Avenue ,,5 2y e \0 f/g/(/
Towson, MD 21204 KON {

Y77

\f'&.

- 1 ‘\‘)
RE: Case No. 96-236-A. 708 Aldworth Road ),
To Whom {t May Concemn:

As a homeowner in the neighborhood of the referenced property, | have serious
concerns surrounding 708 Aldwortht Road. No permit was displayed at the time of the
construction in question. The addition contains a bathroom outside of the original
structure and atiows the owner to rent out all three floors. These 16 foot row homes
were originally designed as single family residences. 708 Aldworth creates encugh
problems being rented to two. It should not be permitted to rent to three.

On the street parking is difficult enough without three sets of cars from one residence.
Our alley is too narrow for parking.

708’s addition started as an awning the length of the house and was turned into a
couple of rooms and a bathroom. If this is excused, does that give the owner the
incentive to create anocther room in the front of the house, where he also constructed
an awning without a permit?

| have serious concerns for the safety of the surrounding houses. Because these
additions were constructed without a permit, they were constructed without safety
inspections. Are these structures sound? Do they pose any threat to the houses
around them? Do they meet safety standards for fire, piumbing, canstruction?

These additions are UNATTRACTIVE and a neighborhood eye-sore.

And lastly, I am concerned for the downfal! of the neighborhood. This neighborhood of
small rowhomes is still atiracting young families with two or more incomes. If the
owners of 708 continue ta rent to shori-turn-around renters, more and more of us may
be temipted to move eisewhere.
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Sloan B. Miller ﬁ Fg
709 Aldworth Road 7 -
Baltimore, Md. 21222 70

H (410) 282-5457

March 18, 1996

Mr. Arnold Jablon
Development Processing
County Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Md. 21204

Dear Mr. Jablon,

I am writing in regards to case number 96-236-A (item 233).

In respect to the zoning variation permit requested by the owners of the property
located at 708 Aldworth Road, | would like to offer my objection for the following
reasons.

A) The lean-to already erected offers an unsightly appearance.

B) The building appears to currently being used as an additional living quarters

to the house.
C) The building completely blocks the viewing area from my property.

D) Judging by the number of people going in and out of the building, it would
seem to be occupied by a number of different families and/ or persons.

E) The number of cars and trucks used by persons living in the house are
depriving other residents of the block of much needed parking spaces which are
already insufficient in number.

T will greatly appreciate it if you will take the above concerns in to consideration
when making the decision regarding this permit.

Sincerely,

Sloan B. Miller

MICROFILMED




Theresa Foley

707 Aldworth Road , ! 4,1
Baltimore, Md. 21222 3 { 1
H {410) 285-2557 y 41’ M/

March 18, 19%6

Mr. Arnold Jablon

Deveiopment Processing

County Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue

Towson, Md. 21204

Dear Mr. Jabion,

I am writing in regards to case number 96-236-A (item 233).

In respect to the zoning variation permit requested by the owners of the property
located at 708 Aldworth Road, I would like to offer my objection for the following
reasomns.

A) The lean-to already erected offers an unsighily appearance.

B) The building appears to currently being used as an additional living quarters
to the house.

C) The building completely blocks the viewing area from my property.

D) Judging by the number of people going in and out of the building, it would
seem to be occupied by a number of different families and/or persons.

E) The number of cars and trucks used by persons living in the house are
depriving other residents of the block of much needed parking spaces which are

already insufficient in number.

T will greatly appreciate it if you will take the above concerns in to consideration
when making the decision regarding this permit.

Sincerely,

\j ‘ ‘

Theresa Foley

MICROFILMED




Charles & Norma Knepp
716 Aldworth Road 0
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

\JU ¥ K}
March 18, 1996 .x]% ﬂﬁ,&/

Baltimore County
Department of Permits &
Development Management
Development Processing
County Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Case Number: 96-236-A {item 233)
708 Aldworth Road
Therodoros Fotiou
Attention: Arnold Jablon, Director

Gentlemen:

As homeowners in the 700 blk of Aldworth Road, we protest
a change of variance in the above captioned case.

We stongly request that the variance remain at 10 feet.
The structure is an eye sore to the neighborhood and
if everyone decided to do such a thing, the appearance of our
area would fast go downhill.
Sincerely,

Cran s

C#s;les M. Khfpp

AT B 14 /
OATHINUGNY -

Norma M, Knepp



Walter Polomski
706 Aldworth Road
Baltimore, MD 21222

Feb. 23, 1996

Permits and L.icenses
County Office Building

111 West Chesapeake Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

Case No: 96-236-A
708 Aldworth Road

Dear Sirs:

I live next door to 708 Aldworth Road. I am upset by the
illegal additions put on the front, side, and back of 708. I worry
every time there is a heavy wind or heavy rain that my property
might suffer damage caused by the poor construction of one of
these additions. I also worry that frozen pipes from the bathroom
on the outside of the house or run off rain water or melting snow
could cause me to have water or sewage problems on my property.

Besides doubts about the safety of the rooms on the side of
708, I do not like the looks of these added rooms, especially
because they are so close to the next property.

Sincer;l};/ ﬁ/ @i /

Walter Polomski

EEEIVE
4%?§&297121;z.
FEB 2 6 1996
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|
DATE: t;zzilf/ﬂi?r?7

PEQPLE'S COUNSEL'S SICN IN SHEET

CASE:

T, 07U GL-230-A

The Office of People's Counsel was created by County Charter to
participate in zoning matters on behalf of the public interest.

While

it does not actually represent community groups or protestants, it will
assist in the presentation of their concerns if they do mot have their

own attorney.

sign below.

Check if you

wish to testify.

Name/Address
Phone No.

If you wish to be assisted by People's Counsel, please

(Community Group You Represent?)

Basis of Your Concerns
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